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. But how would the Canadian lumberman or the Australian 1902-1906
producer of wool view a preference given to their wheat farming Age
compatriots but denied to themselves ? Such a proposal was lop-
sided, partial, and invidious, and so far from consolidating the
Imperial structure, would drive a wedge of ill feeling between its
component parts and even between different classes of producers
within the same part. What, in any case, is a raw material ? This
was a question of crucial importance in connection with the domestic
aspect of the question and the 10 per cent duty on imported manu-
factures,1 to which he now turned. Chamberlain had proposed to
obtain not less than £9,000,000 revenue from this duty. No such
yield could possibly be realised unless such commodities as paper,
leather, cement, iron ore, timber, and the like were treated as subject
to the duty. But these were in all but name the raw materials of
British industries which worked them up into finished, or more
nearly finished products. As such they were as much entitled to the
exemption, and for the same reason, as raw materials in the full
In subsequent speeches during the next month at Newcastle,
Paisley, and Worcester, Asquith pushed these arguments home and
asked a number of pointed questions to which he never received
direct or satisfactory replies. It was claimed by Chamberlain that
the foreign importer and not the British consumer would pay the
duties. If he did, why should he not be made to pay on raw
materials as well as on food and manufactures 1 But would the
foreign importer pay the duties ? WTiy, unless the consumer was
to bear the duty, did Chamberlain, within the category of food-
stuffs, pointedly exempt bacon as being a popular food with the
poorest of the population ? If, on the other hand, the claim that
the " foreigner " pays is surrendered, and the ultimate burden of
the duties is admitted to fall on consumers, why did their interests
not require the exemption of wheat and meat along with bacon, and
indeed of food in general, as much as of raw materials ? On any
possible view of the incidence of the duties, the distinction between
the imports subject to the duty and those exempt from it was an
affront to logic. Food, incidentally, he pointed out, is in a direct
sense a raw material of important domestic industries, and indirectly
(as entering into the cost of labour) of all: a fact which Chamber-
lain himself had then not only admitted but insisted on by declaring
1 The average rate was to be 10 per cent, but the rate for particiriar classes of
articles was to be fixed " scientifically " by a TariflE Commission. There is nothing
new under the sun.

